that such wires entering through electrical compartments
either have proper fittings or are bushed with insulated
bushings. In this case, they were held together with a
piece of wire which had been installed by respondent's
maintenance personnel. The citation is AFFIRMED.

Citation 22321S4.  Section 55.9-87, requires that heavy
duty mobile equipment be provided with audible warning
devices. When the operator of such equipment has an
obstructed view to the rear, the equipment is required to
have either an automatic reverse signal alarm which is
audible above the surrounding noise level, or an observer to
signal when it is safe to back up.

In defense of the forklift citation, respondent
asserted that since the forklift is not used to load, dump
or haul materials which are processed at the mill, it does
not qualify as "heavy duty mobile equipment" under the cited
standard (Tr. 32).  The fact that the cited standard is
listed under the general section 55.9 regulatory heading of
"Loading, hauling, dumping", does not mean that equipment
not used for these tasks are excluded from the requirements
of section 55.9-87.  Accordingly, respondent's defense is
rejected.  I conclude that the record here supports a
finding that the forklift in question is a heavy duty mobile
piece of equipment.

The forklift in question was provided with a backup
alarm, but it was inoperative.  Respondent conceded that the
cited forklift was not put out of service at the time of the
inspection, and that it was to be used to store and secure
material from the hurricane (Tr. 57).  Mr. Roe confirmed
that the forklift had been taken out of service a week
before the inspection after the backup alarm went out, but
that he had been checking on the switch part which had been
ordered because the forklift was needed (Tr. 90).

Respondent's representative indicated that the
respondent equipped all of its forklifts with backup alarms,
not for compliance with any MSHA requirements, but for the
protection of its employees.  The representative agreed that
backup alarms are sensible items, but that in this case
where the backup alarm wasn't working, the parts had been
ordered, and the equipment was being used in an emergency
situation, he was of the view that the backup alarm was of
small consequence (Tr. 119-120).

Inspector White conceded that there was no hazard
presented by the forklift violation, and he admitted that  40  years  ago and the  track haulage  was  installedlear that had he found any evidence that a violation
